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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response to amendment filed on June 22, 2006, in which 
claims 1-22 are presented for further examination. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The information disclosure statement (IDS) filed on August 14, 2006 complies 
with the provisions of M.P.E.P 609. It has been placed in the application file. The 
information referred to therein has been considered as to the merits. 

Continued Examination Under 3 7 CFR 1.114 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on July 31, 
2006 has been entered. 

Remark 

3. Applicant asserted that Nakao and Razin does not disclose the recited "sentence 
generation is performed using the phrase in the phrase intersection table which have been 
subject to said temporal processing". After further review the invention as claimed in 
light of the cited references (Nakao and Razin), the examiner strongly agrees that cited 
claimed feature "sentence generation is performed using the phrase in the phrase 
intersection table which have been subject to said temporal processing" is taught by the 
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Nakao and Razin. More specifically, Nakao discloses a document summarization system 
having a summary unit for generation summary from a plurality of documents, wherein 
the summary is generated based on both user- focused information and author-focused 
information. The phrase intersection as disclosed by Nakao is the similarity and the 
differences among the document, where Nakao uses the morphological analyzing to 
process the similarity and differences among the document (col. 14, lines 48-67). Razin, 
however, discloses a system for standardizing phrases in the document by identifying the 
phrases that are similar in order to match phrasing throughout the document (col.2, lines 
60-64). The combination of Nakao and Razin disclosed substantially the invention as 
claimed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1, 5-8, 12-16 and 20-22 as best understood by examiner are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nakao US Patent no. 6,205,456 and Razin et 
al., (hereinafter "Razin") US Patent no. 6,098,034. 

As to claim 1, Razin discloses the claimed "extracting phrases having focus elements 
from the plurality of documents" as extracting phrases in a document to automatically 
create a list of extracted phrases (col.2, lines 45-56; col.30, lines 53-54); "performing 
phrase intersection analysis on the extracted phrases to generate a phrase intersection 
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table" determining which phrases that are identical (col.2, lines 56-64); "performing 
temporal processing on the phrases in the phrase intersection table" (col. 3, lines 24-30, 
lines 46-58; col.4, lines 4-17 ); and "performing sentence generation using the phrases in 
the phrase intersection table" constructing sentence from the determination of standard 
phrases (col.3, lines 35-38). However, Razin does not explicitly disclose the use of 
generating a summary of the plurality of related documents. On the other hand, Nakao 
discloses a system for generating a summary of the plurality of related documents 
available in computer readable media by performing sentence generation using the 
phrases in the phrase intersection table (col.5, lines 64-67; col.6, lines 14-17); and 
"extracting phrases having focus elements from the plurality of documents" extracting a 
phrase in the document based on the condition of the pattern or the extracting sentences 
(col. Lines 57-60). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of the cited 
references, wherein the master phrase finding phrase, provided therein (see Razin's fig. 
2) would incorporate the use of generating a summary of the plurality of related 
documents. One having ordinary skill in the art at would found it motivated to utilize 
such a combination in order to ensure the syntactic coherence of the document. 

6. Claims 1-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nakao US Patent no.6,205,456 and McGreevy; Michael US Patent no. 6,823,333 
As to claim 1, discloses the claimed "extracting phrases having focus elements from the 
plurality of documents" (extracting a portion (phrase) related to the author focused 
information from a plurality of documents to be summarized; col.8, lines 22-24; col. 10, 
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lines 40-56); "performing phrase intersection analysis on the extracted phrases to 
generate a phrase intersection table" (determination conditions of document elements 
from which the author focused information is extracted by comparing with the document 
structure information; col. 10, lines 62-65; col.12, lines 57-61 to generate a focused 
information list, focused concept list); and "generating a summary of the plurality of 
related documents available in computer readable media by performing sentence 
generation" (generating a summary of the plurality of documents; col.12, lines 36-65). 
However, does not explicitly perform a sentence generation and temporal processing 
using phrases in the phrase intersection table. However, McGreevy; Michael performs "a 
sentence generation and a temporal processing using phrases in the phrase intersection 
table" as a paraphrasing rules that detect similarities in non-identical phrases in the 
documents; and a intersection model (col.20, lines 13-25; 35-41); relationship among the 
phrases. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of the cited references, wherein the 
document summarization of Nakao would incorporate the use of paragraphing rules as 
discloses by McGreevy; Michael for the purpose of automatically generating a summary 
appropriate to the documents and providing a more concise description of the documents 
summary, thereby increasing the efficiency of the document summarization system of 
Nakao. 

As to claim 2, McGreevy, Michael discloses substantially the invention as claimed. In 
addition, applying paraphrasing rules to non-identical root nodes to determine if non- 
identical node is equivalent (col.20, lines 13-25;. 35-41). 
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As to claim 3, Nakao discloses "a tree structure" a class definition, a dependence-defined 
document structure information (see fig.4, col. 1 , lines 35-42). 

As to claim 4, Nakao discloses a change in grammatical features, omission of an empty 
head, transformation of one part of speech to another, and semantically related word " 
(col.14, lines 55-58; col.15, lines 4-13). 

As to claims 5-7, Nakao substitutes data certain references for ambiguous temporal 
references; a language generation engine and operating the language engine" using the 
natural language to substitute ambiguous reference (col.15, lines 53-64). 

As to claims 8-15: 

Claims 8-15 are system claims for performing the method of claims 1-7 above. In 
addition, Nakao discloses "a storage for storing document in the collection" (col.9, lines 
53-56); "a lexical database" (col.19, lines 40-51); "a processing subsystem, the 
processing subsystem being operatively coupled to the storage device and the lexical 
database, the processing subsystem being programmed to access the plurality of related 
documents in the storage device and generate a summary" (col.19, lines 40-51). 

As to claims 16-22 

Claims 16-22 are computer readable media comprises instructions for executing the 
method of claims 1-7 above. 
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Conclusion 



7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jean M. Corrielus whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4032. The examiner can normally be reached on 10 hours shift. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Breene can be reached on (571) 272-4107. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



JearCM Corrielus 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2162 
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